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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed 
on 08/05/2005. 

Response to Amendment 

The examiner has acknowledged the amended claims 1 - 6, 24, 28, the 
cancellation of claim 31 , and the submission of new claim 33. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see amendment, filed on 08/05/2005, with respect to 
claims 1 - 7 and 32 - 33 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) and 103(a) of claims 1 - 7 and 32 - 33 has been withdrawn due 
to the added limitations in claims 1 and 5. However, claims 24 - 30 still stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) and 103(a) as follows: 

Regarding Applicant's argument (page 9, first paragraph), the examiner contends 
that McCall does suggest sending a verifiable identity of a portable electronic device in 
addition to automatically captured data comprising location data of the device (McCall 
discloses that the one who provided information that is ultimately sold to another will be 
rewarded. This is an incentive for gathering information. We received, analyze 
(verifying the source) and consolidate various pieces of information and can provide that 
information in a desired format to consumers of that information (see paragraph [0027]). 
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In view of such the rejection of claims 24 - 30 is sustained and repeated as 
follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 24 - 26, 28, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by McCall et al (US 2002/0188522; hereinafter McCall). 

Regarding claims 24, 28, and 32, McCall teaches in a portable electronic device 
connected to a wireless communication link, said portable electronic device 
corresponding to a user, a method for said portable electronic device to supply 
geographically distributed data (fig. 5; paragraphs [0018], and [0032]), comprising 
receiving a command from said user to automatically capture data (paragraph [0026], 
lines 1 - 8; McCall discloses that we use the first report to trigger other digital assets in 
the area to also be on the look out and to begin data collection); automatically capturing 
said data (paragraphs 0055 and 0075; McCall discloses that at least one sensor is 
being used for capturing data in the proximity of a current event or condition (claimed 
capturing data automatically); transmitting said automatically captured data and wherein 
said automatically captured data comprises location data of said portable electronic 
device (paragraph [0026], lines 8-12; McCall discloses that the video and/or audio 
data are sent to a central repository where they are analyzed, repackaged to create 
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value added real-time information of the event in progress); and sending a verifiable 
identity of said portable electronic device (paragraph [0027). 

Regarding claims 25 and 29, McCall teaches in a computer server connected to 
a plurality of electronic devices via a wireless communication link (fig. 5), wherein said 
electronic device is a palm-sized computer system (fig. 5; paragraph [0048]). 

Regarding claim 26, McCall teaches in a computer server connected to a plurality 
of electronic devices via a wireless communication link (fig. 5), wherein said electronic 
device is a wireless telephone (fig. 5; paragraph [0048]). 

Regarding claim 30, McCall teaches the method as described in claim 28, 
wherein said portable electronic device is a wireless telephone (fig. 5; paragraph 
[0048]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being'unpatentable over McCall 
et al (US 2002/0188522; hereinafter McCall) in view of McDonnell et al (US 6,799,032; 
McDonnell). 

Regarding claim 27, McCall et al teaches all the limitations in claim 24, but fails 
to specifically teach that said transmitted geographically distributed data is encrypted. 

However, Mc Donnell teaches, in an analogous art, a method of providing 
location data about a mobile entity, wherein said transmitted geographically distributed 
data is encrypted (fig. 7; col. 8, lines 22 - 65). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified McCall's device by encrypting said transmitted 
geographically distributed data for the purpose of preventing the location data from 
being altered or substituted without this being detectable. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Boris et al (US Patent Number 6,834285) discloses a computer system for 
portable digital data capture and data distribution. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yves Dalencourt whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3998. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 7:30AM - 6: 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




